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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1, 3 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 

indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 

applicant regards as the invention. 

1. With respect to claim 1, the claim recites the limitation "data distributing means 
for distributing said data to either the first storage section or the second storage 
section". It is unclear if said data already stored in the first storage section is analyzed 
and distributed to either the first storage section or the second storage section. 
Explanation/clarification from the Specification is respectfully requested. 

2. Claim 3 recites the limitation "said data" in line 2. There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. It is unclear if this data is referring to the said data 
stored in the first storage section or the second storage section. Furthermore, it is 
unclear if the data having a data property of confidentiality recited claim 2 is set to be 
confidential again according to claim 3. Explanation/clarification from the Specification 
is respectfully requested. 

3. Claim 5 recites the limitation "said data" in line 2. There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. It is unclear if this data is referring to the said data 
stored in the first storage section or the second storage section. Furthermore, it is 
unclear if the data having a data property of confidentiality recited claim 2 is set to be 
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confidential again according to claim 5. Explanation/clarification from the Specification 
is respectfully requested. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1, 2 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Parry U.S. Patent Publication No. 2003/0095284. 

4. With respect to claims 1 , Parry discloses a data processing apparatus (imaging 
device 110 in fig. 1) which performs output processing on plural pieces of data 
(outputting the print-ready format files by the translator 125 in paragraph 14) having 
distinct data properties (user-defined operations in paragraph 18), in respective forms 
corresponding to the data properties, and which comprises storage means for storing 
said data having undergone said output processing (storage having appropriate 
directories for storing the translated files in paragraph 18), wherein said storage means 
comprises: 
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a first storage section for storing said data (first directory for storing the files 
according to the file type in paragraphs 1 8 & 23); 

a second storage section (second directory for storing the files having the PIN in 
paragraphs 1 8 & 23) for storing corresponding data into respective storage regions 
partitioned (note that each associated PIN has respective regions for storing its 
respective print jobs) in correspondence to said data properties (paragraphs 18 & 23); 
and 

data distributing means for distributing said data to either the first storage section 
or the second storage section depending on the data property (note that processor is 
acting as the memory controller for distributing the translated files to appropriate 
directories according to the user-defined operations in paragraphs 18 &23) : 

5. With respect to claim 2, Parry discloses a data processing apparatus according 
to claim 1, wherein said data distributing means distributes data having a data property 
of confidentiality (PIN) to the second storage section (second directory for storing the 
files having the PIN in paragraphs 18 & 23). 

6. With respect to claim 9, Parry discloses a data processing apparatus according 
to claim 1, wherein said data distributing means is a memory controller connected to 
said first storage section and said second storage section (note that processor is acting 
as the memory controller for distributing the translated files to appropriate directories 
according to the user-defined operations in paragraphs 18 &23). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 3 and 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Parry as applied to claim 2 above, and further in view of Keane et al. U.S. Patent 

Publication No. 2004/021 5525 (hereinafter Keane). 

7. With respect to claim 3, Parry discloses the data processing apparatus according 
to claim 2, comprising: confidentiality setting means for setting said data to be 
confidential (the files having the PIN in paragraphs 18 & 23). Note that these files are 
set to be confidential at the printer since the files can only be retrieved upon user 
entering the PIN codes (paragraph 22). 

Parry, however, does not explicitly disclose the condition setting means for 
setting a retention condition or a deletion condition of data in each data job when said 
data is set to be confidential. 

Keane, the same field of endeavor of retaining files/print jobs in the directory, 
discloses a condition setting means for setting retention condition or a deletion condition 
of the file (the number of days to keep the file in the database in paragraph 120 & fig. ^ 
28). 
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At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to implement the method of setting the retention . and/or deletion condition as 
taught by Keane into the printing system of Parry. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to manage the stored 
files/print jobs and to prevent from retaining the old files/print jobs for a long time. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Parry with Keane to obtain the 
invention as specified in claim 3. 

8. With respect to claim 4, the combination of Parry and Keane discloses the data 
processing apparatus according to claim 3, comprising: 

inputting means for inputting the number of days as the deletion condition of said 

data; 

calendar detecting means for detecting the date corresponding to said inputted 
days; and 

data deleting means for deleting said data when the date corresponding to said 
inputted days is detected (paragraph 120 & fig. 28 of Keane). 

Keane, however, does not explicitly disclose the date inputting means for 
inputting a date as the deletion condition of said data. 

However, since designating a specific date via a GUI is well known technique in 
the art, at the time of invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art to modify the inputting means of Keane to reflect the date inputting display. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to provide another way 
to specify the deletion date of the said data. 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to obtain the invention as specified in 
claim 4. 

Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Parry as 
applied to claim 2 above, and further in view of Rice U.S. Patent Publication No. 
2002/0174010. 

9. With respect to claim 5, Parry discloses the data processing apparatus according 
to claim 2, comprising: confidentiality setting means for setting said data to be 
confidential (the files having the PIN in paragraphs 18 & 23). Note that these files are 
set to be confidential at the printer since the files can only be retrieved upon user 
entering the PIN codes (paragraph 22). 

Parry, however, does not explicitly disclose the determination level inputting 
means for inputting a determination level depending on the level of the secrecy or 
importance of said data when said data is set to be confidential. 

Rice, the same field of endeavor of retaining files in the directory for later access, 
discloses the determination level inputting means for inputting a determination level 
depending on the level of the secrecy or importance of directory (setting different 
security classification for each directory in paragraph 133). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to implement the setting the security level to the directory as taught by Rice into 
the printing system of Parry. 
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The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to regulate the directory 
access via the web server 120 (paragraph 20 of Parry) depending on the security level. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Parry with Rice to obtain the 
invention as specified in claim 5. 

Claims 6 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
the combination of Parry and Rice as applied to claim 5 above, and further in view of 
Keane. 

10. With respect to claim 6, the combination discloses the data processing apparatus 
according to claim 5, wherein said determination level is those classified into a plurality 
of classes (paragraph 1 33 of Rice). 

The combination, however, does not explicitly disclose deletion condition setting 
means for setting a deletion condition for deleting said data in each of said classes; and 
automatic deleting means for deleting said data automatically when said deletion 
condition is satisfied. 

Keane, the same field of endeavor of retaining files/print jobs in the directory, 
discloses a condition setting means for setting retention condition or a deletion condition 
of the file (the number of days to keep the file in the database in paragraph 120 & fig. 
28). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to implement the method of setting the retention and/or deletion condition as 
taught by Keane into the printing system of Parry. 
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The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to manage the stored 
files/print jobs and to prevent from retaining the old files/print jobs for a long time. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine three references to obtain the 
invention as specified in claim 6. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

1 1 . Claim 8 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) under 35 
U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 
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Contact Information 



12. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to CHAN S. PARK whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7409. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8am-4:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Moore can be reached on (571) 272-7437. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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